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Examiner 

I Andre' L. Jackso n ^o//^ X / 

I Period for RepT''"''' "''''^ °' communication appears on the cover she et ^,th the Lresponcience aiLL 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will by slaMe cause the ^ nlM?,^;^:^ "^'^ °' "^'^ communicaUon. 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 January 2001 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

Ho"^fH ?n' ^PP'5^^'°" '^.J" f ^"'^'tion for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
Disposition of Claimr ^"''^ ^'^''^'''^ """^^^ ^'""^'^^ ^^^^ ""^ ^ O.G 213 

4) K Claim(s) 1:33 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1:33 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) \J Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

wm The drawing(s) filed on 25 January 2001 is/are: aM accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0. 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 •□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

^"^nni^iSnrff'^'l''?!^' documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) asFI , , 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson-s Patent Drawi g Review (PTO-948) 5 H nT^, f "'""'^J^^O-^^^) Paper No(s). _ 

3) □ information DIsdosure Statement(s, (P?0-1449) Paper Z) . 6) □ 0th" ' 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 5-10, 12-29, 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by USPN 6,134,534 to Walker et al. Walker et al discloses a conditional purchase 
offer management method and system for enhancing sales for service providers/sellers (cruise 
operator or an airlines 120, 130), the system comprising an event retriever (revenue management 
system 500) the event retriever generating an event pair which comprises a target value and an 
actual value (col. 13, lines 9-19) associated with demand of services (airline fares); an event 
observer (CPO management server 200), the event observer receiving the airline fares from the 
event retriever, calculating a difference between the actual and target values and based on one or 
more rules of a first set of rules (conditional purchase order parameters; col. 5, lines 20-35), 
identifying and notifying a window of opportunity detector (airline server 300) regarding 
potential windows of opportunities; the window of opportunity detector, which receives the 
potential windows of opportunities, detects, based on one or more rules from a set of second 
rules (CPO rules col. 5, lines 37-46), if a window of opportunity exists, and if so, matches the 
windows of opportunities with service providers/sellers for the purpose of enhancing sales 
(column 10, lines 37-67 and col. 11, lines 1-9). 
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Referring to claims 2, 5 and 23, the revenue management system 500 as seen in Fig. 5c, 
contains databases (1300, 1400) storing initial pricing of a plurality of airline fares, where a 
threshold or optimum fare is dependent upon allocation and forecasts variables to determine 
maximum profit based on maximum demand of CPO customers. See column 13, lines 9-35. 

Referring to claims 6, 15, 18 and 24, Walker et al (Fig. 19) explains the generation of the 
second set of rules process 1900 is based on unexpected change in the demand or lack there of to 
encourage sales. See column 13, lines 57-67 and column 14, lines 1-2. 

Referring to claims 7, 9, 19 and 32, Fig. 8 illustrates a flight schedule database (800), 
which uses real-time software to update, track, schedule and monitor constant airline traffic. See 
column 11, lines 43-56. 

Referring to claims 8 and 25, the second set of rules is stored in secured databases as 
shown in Figs. 10-12. See column 10, lines 56-66. 

Referring to claims 12, 17 and 27, Walker et al further discloses that the network medium 
used to transmit data from the server management systems is connected via the Internet. See 
column 9, lines 6-18. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 4, 1 1, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al. Although Walker et al (col. 9, lines 6-18) discloses that the data transmitted 
between the major components (customer CPU, CPO management server, central reservation 
system) is encoded data over a number of communication links well known within the art 
including the internet, Walker et al does not specifically disclose that this data schema is 
document type definition (DTD) or extensible markup language (XML). It is well known within 
the art that the wide spread growth of the Internet has yielded a need to create data expansion 
driven software designed to present increased user-friendly interfaces (i.e. DTD, XML, WML). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to include XML or DTD schema within the system of Walker et al to 
provide a conditional purchase offer management system including software offering trouble- 
free business- to- business practicality. 

Referring to claim 11, Walker et al discloses that the ROM (420) and data storage device 
(430) of the central reservation system server operate as the "enhanced gatherer" of information 
from the service providers/sellers. Walker et al does not disclose that the above components 
comprise a web crawler. However, it is obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art that the 
central reservation system components operate to retrieve, interpret and execute data obtained 
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from the service providers/sellers achieving the same end result as appHcant's web crawler and, 
since no new or unexpected result is achieved, the components disclosed by Walker et al 
operates equally as well. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. In particular, Murphy et al, Keller et al, Zumel et al, Lefkowitz and DeLa Motte 
disclose computer implemented systems providing techniques (incentives, coupons, rebates) of a 
service provider/vendor/seller to enhance selling goods or services to a consumer(s). The above 
references can be used in combination to anticipate applicant's base claims. 



examiner should be directed to Andre' L. Jackson whose telephone number is (703) 605-4276. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. (10 am - 6 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached on (703) 308-3 179. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9326 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9327 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1018. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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